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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to correspondence filed 05/28/2008. 1-3, 5-8, 10, 
and 11 have been amended by applicant. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10, and 11 are pending and 
have been considered. Claims 4, 9, and 12 have been cancelled. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant has submitted a replacement of Fig. 1 in an attempt to overcome the 
objection to the drawing for not having textual labels. The replacement Fig. 1 , however, 
is not sufficient to overcome the objection because it has labels that are informal and 
sloppy (e.g. element 3 misspelled, some labels capitalized and some not). The objection 
to the drawing is maintained. 

2. In response to applicants arguments, see page 14, that section headings could 
be inappropriately used in interpreting the specification, the examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Adding section headings to the specification would help identify its various 
parts, and would have no effect on potential interpretation. While the examiner 
acknowledges the headings are not required by the MPEP and withdraws the objection, 
adding them would have no effect whatsoever on interpretation of the specification, as 
the applicant has alleged. 

3. Applicant has evidently replaced instances of "in which" and "which" with 
"wherein" as suggested by the examiner on page 2 of the office action mailed 02/29/08 
throughout the claims, except for claim 8. The examiner suggests "in which" in line 2 of 
claim 8 be replaced with "wherein" in order to match the rest of the claims. 
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4. Applicant's amendment of claims 2-5 overcomes the objection for failing to limit 
the parent claim, so the objection is withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's amendments of claims 1 and 6 overcome the 35 USC 112 rejection of 
these claims for lack of antecedent basis, so the rejections are withdrawn. 

6. Applicants amendment of claim 1 1 overcomes the 35 USC 1 01 rejection of the 
claim for being directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7. Applicant's cancelling of claim 12 renders the 35 USC 101 rejection of the claim 
for being directed to non-statutory subject matter moot. 

8. Applicant's arguments on pages 16-17 that claims 1-3, 5-8, 10 and 11 are 
patentable over Lewis and Maes are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6-8, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lewis et al (6,61 1 ,802) in view of Frimpong-Ansah (WO 03/038808). 

Consider claim 1 , Lewis discloses a correction device (Title, System for 
Correcting) for correcting text passages in a recognized text information 

recognized by a speech recognition device from a speech information, the 
recognized text information being associated to the speech information, (Fig 2, Speech 



Application/Control Number: 10/550,877 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2626 

Recognizer 110, Col 6 lines 15-23, dictated text is recognized from the audio signals) 
the correction device comprising: 

reception means (Fig 2, Proofreading and Correction System 1, Col 6 lines 
19-23, the identified words are passed to the speech dictation system, therefore 
received by it) for receiving the speech information and the associated recognized text 
information and a link information, 

wherein the link information (Col 6 lines 41-47, the system automatically marks, 
or links, sections) at each text passage of the associated recognized text information 
marks a part of the speech information at which the text passage was recognized by the 
speech recognition device, (Col 7 lines 10-13, the speech information is played back 
while proofreading, and Col 7 lines 26-28, the system marks the current text under 
consideration) and 

a confidence level information, (Fig 3A, low confidence word control 8) 

wherein the confidence level information at each text passage of the recognized 
text information represents a correctness of the recognition of said text passage (Col 8 
lines 55-65, the combine acoustical value returned from the speech recognizer... and 
language models indicate a correctness) and 

synchronous playback means (Fig 5, Col 5 lines 3-4, show the playback means, 
Col 11 lines 20-31 indicate playback is synchronized with the display of words) for 
performing a synchronous playback mode, 

wherein during an acoustic playback of the speech information the text passage 
of the recognized text information associated to the speech information just played back 
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and marked by the link information is marked synchronously (Col 11 lines 20-22, the 
next available word is highlighted, and Col 11 lines 36-39, the words are continually 
highlighted, constituting a text passage. In Col 11 lines 25-30, the audio is played 
synchronized with the highlighted text) and 

indication means (Fig 3A, Highlighter 18) for indicating the confidence level 
information of a text passage of the text information during the synchronous playback. 

wherein the playback means change a playback speed during the acoustic 
playback in dependence of user's control (Col 9 lines 43-53). Lewis further discloses 
word confidence level information (Fig 3A, low confidence word control 8). 

Lewis does not specifically teach the playback means change a playback speed 
during the acoustic playback in dependence of the confidence level information. 
Frimpong-Ansah discloses a playback speed control is dependent on confidence level 
information (p2 lines 24-26, p8 lines 23-28, playback speed is automatically altered 
depending on the confidence value). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the invention of Lewis to change a playback speed dependent on 
confidence level information as taught by Frimpong-Ansah, in order to save time 
required for proofreading by, e.g., playing portions with a high confidence value at a 
higher speed, and playing portions with a lower confidence value at a slower speed, as 
indicated by Frimpong-Ansah (p1 lines 15-16, p2 lines 28-30). 
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Regarding claims 6, and 1 1 claim 6 contains the method (Lewis, title) performed 
by the system of claim 1 , and claim 1 1 is directed to a computer readable medium for 
implementing the method of claim 6. As the method disclosed by Lewis is carried out on 
a computer, the use of a computer readable medium is inherent. As a result, claims 6, 
and 1 1 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

With respect to claims 2, 3, 7 and 8, Lewis discloses the indication means 
indicate the confidence level information of the text passage just played back (Col 8 
lines 55-65, low-confidence level words are marked), and the means indicate the 
confidence level by means of a visual indication (Col 8 lines 55-65, Fig 6 Visibly Mark 
Word 203). 

3. Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lewis et al (6,61 1 ,802) in view of Frimpong-Ansah (WO 03/038808), in further view of 
Chaiken et al. (2002/0152071). 

Consider claim 5 and 10, Lewis discloses a correction device as claimed in claim 
1, in which the indication means indicate the confidence level information of words. 

Lewis and Frimpong-Ansah do not specifically mention a confidence level 
information of phrases. Chaiken specifically mentions a confidence level information of 
phrases ([0017] lines 1-3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the invention of Lewis and Frimpong-Ansah by extending the 
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confidence level of words to phrases as well, in order to identify for proofreading 
phrases the recognizer may have failed to recognize, as suggested by Chaiken 
([0018]). 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's submission of an information disclosure statement under 37 CFR 
1 .97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(p) on 05/29/2008 prompted the new 
ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS 
MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 609.04(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jesse Pullias whose telephone number is 
571/270-5135. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 
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6. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571/272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571/270-6135. 

7. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Jesse S Pullias/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



8/14/2008 



/Talivaldis Ivars Smits/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



